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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . The drawings were received on 5/22/06. These drawings are acceptable. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described In a printed publication in this or a foreign country or In 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

3. Claims 1-2, 6, 44, 46-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by DiFrancesco (US 5194969). 

Considering claims 1 and 2, DiFrancesco discloses a method of 
developing a surface of an electronic representation of an object (as defined by 
fig. 1) comprises providing an electronic representation of an object (20 fig. 2A); 
selecting a source texture as a function of the visual appearance of the object 
(see col. 4, lines 22-42); selectively transfomning the source texture to form at 
least part of a complex texture representative of a surface of the object (see fig. 
2B, and col. 4, lines 54-58, col. 5, lines 17-22); selectively applying the complex 
texture to a surface of the electronic representation of the object, wherein 
applying the source texture comprises associating a transfomiation procedure 
with the surface of the electronic representation of the object, where the 
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transformation procedure is performed to fonn the complex texture (see col. 7, 
line 67- to col. 8, line 32, and col. 8, line 58 to col. 9, line 10). 

As per claim 6, DiFrancesco discloses selectively transforming comprises 
manipulating the source texture in a source texture manipulation display to create 
a source transformation procedure; positioning the source texture that has been 
manipulated in a complex texture formation display to create a complex 
transfomriation procedure; and combining the source transfonnation procedure 
and the complex transfonnation procedure to form a transformation procedure 
representative of the complex texture. See col. 4, lines 54-58, col. 5, line 17 to 
col. 9, line 10. 

Claims 44 and 46-47 contain features that are analogous to the limitations 
recited in claims 1 and 2. As the limitations of claim 1 are anticipated by the 
teaching of DiFrancesco, it is readily apparent that the applied prior art perfomned 
the underlying elements. As such, the limitations of claims 44 and 46-47 are 
rejected under the same rationale set forth above for claims 1 and 2, 
respectively. See col. 4, lines 54-58; col. 5, lines 17-22; col. 7, line 67- to col. 8, 
line 32; and col. 8, line 58 to col. 9, line 10, as characterization for the memory 
device with instructions to select and transform a source texture. 

4. Claims 29-32 and 36-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Baldwin et al. (US6285373). 

Considering claims 29-31 , Baldwin discloses a texturizing system (see 
figs. 3-5) comprises a computer (item 530 or 510 of fig. 5) a library component 
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(520 or 540, fig. 5) operable in the computer, where the library component 
includes a source texture having a unique identifier (via item 550 of fig. 5) ; and 
a graphical user interface component (inherent in either of item 510 or 530 of fig. 
5, see also item 330. fig. 3) in communication with the library component, where 
the graphical user interface component is operable to develop a transformation 
procedure to transform the source texture to form at least part of a complex 
texture, where the transformation procedure can be associated with a surface of 
an electronic representation of an object to provide texturization of the surface 
when the electronic representation is displayed, where the transfomiation 
procedure is storable in the library component with a unique identifier, and is a 
set of executable Instructions that include a unique identifier of the source 
texture. See abstract, col. 3, line 48 to col. 4, line 50, and col. 6, lines 8-51. 

Re claim 32, Baldwin discloses the library component includes a source 
texture category operable to store the source texture, a complex texture category 
operable to store the transfonmation procedure and a texture directory to display 
the contents of the source texture category and the complex texture category in a 
tree structure. See col. 5, line 25 to col. 6, line 51. 

As per claim 36, Baldwin discloses the computer comprises a server 
computer (510, fig. 5) having a master texture library (520) and a client computer 
(530) having a local texture library (540). the library component operable to 
synchronize the master texture library of the server computer with the local 
texture library of the client computer when the client computer connects to the 
server computer. See col. 6, lines 35-60. 
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Claims 37 and 39 contain features that are analogous to the limitations 
recited in claims 29 and 30. As the limitations of claims 29 and 30 are 
anticipated by the teaching of Baldwin, it is readily apparent that the applied prior 
art performed the underlying elements. As such, the limitations of claims 37 and 
39 are rejected under the same rationale as claims 29 and 30, respectively. 

As per claim 38, Baldwin Inherently discloses the source texture (via 
remote computer 510) comprises an image file (that Is incorporated with object 
data 550). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described - 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

6. Claims 3-4, and 7-8, 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over DIFrancesco in view of Buckner et al. (US 5471572). 

Regarding claims 3-4, and 7-8, DIFrancesco discloses the features of 
claim 1, as claimed; however, DIFrancesco does not explicitly disclose applying 
the transformed and stored complex texture associating a unique Identifier with 
the surface representation of the object. 

Buchner discloses the transformed and stored source complex texture 
with unique Identifier as claimed. See col. 4, lines 8-19, 57-66, col. 5, lines 1-52, 
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wherein the unique identifier(s) correspond(s) to the LOD type associated with 
the equation that defines the source texture. Therefore, It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to implement the unique identifiers of 
Buchner in the surface development method of DiFrancasco since the unique 
identifiers of Buchner describe texture level of details providing improved 
texturing resolutions. 

Claim 45 contain features that are analogous to the limitations recited in 
claim 3; it is therefore rejected under the same rationale as claim 3. 

7. Claims 5, 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over DiFrancesco in view of Wang et al. (5802361). 

DiFrancesco discloses the surface development method substantially as 
claimed. However, DiFrancesco does not explicitly disclose entering a search 
mode and library mode to find and select an image file from a source texture 
library component. 

Wang et al. discloses the search and library modes as claimed. See col. 
16, lines 4-45, and fig. 1. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
implement the search and library modes of Wang et al. in the surface 
development method of DiFranceaco since the selection of texture images of 
Wang allows for an improvement in texturing systems providing user 
personalized texturing system by the selection of user designated image file 
textures. 
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Claim 48 contain features that are analogous to the limitations recited in 
claim 5; it is therefore rejected under the same rationale as claim 5. 

8. Claim 35 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Baldwin et al. in view of Wang et al. (5802361 ). 

Considering claim 35, Baldwin discloses the texturizing system 
substantially as claimed. However, Baldwin does not explicitly disclose a texture 
selection component having a library mode and a search mode to identify 
textures. 

Wang et al. discloses the search and library modes as claimed. See col. 
16, lines 4-45, and fig. 1. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
implement the search and library modes of Wang in the texturizing system of 
Baldwin since the selection of texture images of Wang allows for an improvement 
in texturizing systems providing user personalized texturizing systems by the 
selection of user designated image file textures. 

9. Claims 40-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the prior art of the immediately preceding paragraph and further in view the 
obviousness to implement the texturizing system utilizing an electronic object of 
many different types, storing the identifiers with the object, which is based upon 
the preferred choice of the designer and/or to which one best suits the 
application at hand. Neither Baldwin nor Buchner explicitly disclose the electronic 
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object being of three-dimensional image or model forms whereby the objects are 
stored with their unique identifiers however, at the time the invention was made, 
it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to utilize the 
texturizing and storing techniques of Baldwin and Buchner with three- 
dimensional data images or models, storing unique identifiers with the models 
because the mere fact of where data is stored and what data is processed is a 
matter of design choice as preferred by the designer and/or to which best suits 
the application at hand. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

10. Claims 33-34, and 49-50 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form 
including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims, 
because the prior art of record fail to teach a texturizing system wherein a 
graphical user interface component Includes a source texture operation 
component and a complex texture composition component, and the 
transfonmation procedure comprises a source transformation procedure created 
with the source texture operation component, and a complex transfonnation 
procedure created with the complex texture composition component (as recited 
in claim 33), where the source transformation procedure Is created with a source 
texture manipulation display provided by the source texture operation component 
and the complex transformation procedure is formed with a complex texture 
formation display provided by the complex texture composition component (as 
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recited in claim 34); the texturing system further comprises instructions stored In 
a memory to device to save the complex texture as a source texture (as recited 
in claim 49); and to underlay a background image within the complex texture ( as 
recited in claim 50). 

Claims 9-27, and 51 are allowed because the prior art of record fail to 
teach a method for developing a surface of an electronic representation of an 
object comprising creating a texture library of source textures; assigning unioue 
identifiers to each of the source textures : storing a transformation procedure in 
the texture library, where the transfomiation procedure includes at least one of 
the unique identifiers , the transformation procedure operable to logically 
transfomi at least one of the source textures to fonn at least part of a complex 
texture when executed; and associating the transfomiation procedure with a 
surface of an electronic representation of an object to texturize the surface (as 
recited in claim 9); performing a second transformation of the source texture with 
a complex texture formation display; capturing the second transformation in a 
complex transformation procedure: and identifying the source transformation 
procedure and the complex transformation procedure with a unigue identifier, 
where the unigue Identifier is storable in association with a surface of an 

electronic representation of an obiect (as recited in claim 18). In addition, the 

prior art fail to fairly suggest a data structure that includes a second field 
containing a name of an image file when the data represents a source texture 
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and a third field containing a unique identifier of a transformation procedure when 
the data structure represents a complex texture. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure are as recited in the PTO-892 form. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Sajous Wesner whose telephone number Is 
571-272-7791. The examiner can nonnally be reached on M-F 9:15-6:45. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Michael Razavi can be reached on 571-272-7664. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 10/519,223 



Page 



Art Unit: 2628 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Infonmatlon Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status Information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would lil<e assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated Infomnation system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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